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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is issued in response to the Amendment filed on 04/18/2007. 

2. Claims 9- 10, 13, 16, 18 - 19, and 23 were amended. Claims 17, and 24-58 
were canceled. No claims were added. 

3. This action is made Final. 

4. Claims 1-16, and 18-23 are pending in this application. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claim 13-16, and 1 8 - 23 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The information disclosure statement (IDS) was submitted on 05/1 8/2007.The 
submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Snow et al. (Snow hereinafter) (US Patent No. 6,098,066, issued: August 1 , 2000) in 
view of Talib et al. (Talib hereinafter) (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2001/0049677 A1, 
published: December 6, 2001). 

Regarding Claims 1 , and 6, Snow discloses system for searching a content 
database stored in computer storage, the database including a plurality of records each 
containing multiple fields of information, the method comprising: 

a structure database in computer storage in which each record is parsed into a 
plurality of categories, each category having at least one sub-category, the sub- 
categories being structured in at least one sub-level based upon a relationship between 
the information in sub-categories, the structure database containing category structure 
information defining the data structure of each category (Paragraph [57], Abstract: "A 
method for searching a document directory hierarchy which partitions a user-initiated 
search. The document directory hierarchy comprises a plurality of document directories 
stored in a tree data structure. Each of the plurality of document directories corresponds 
to a category within a class hierarchy and stores at least one document.", Snow); 

a receiver for a search query containing a subset of the categories contained in a 
record, which subset may include all of the categories, the query containing selection 
information indicating those sub-categories that should be present in records being 
sought by the query (Paragraph [57], "A user query comprising one or more search 
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terms is accepted from an input. If the user query includes a user-selected category, a 
directed search is performed.", Snow); 

a correlation device set performing a correlation between the selection 
information, for categories present in the query subset, and information from the 
structure database representing the sub-category structure in a subset of the records, 
which subset may contain all of the records, to produce a relevance value for a record 
(Paragraph [57], "The directed search confines the search the one of the plurality of 
document directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns relevant 
documents within the user-selected category.", Snow); and 

a unit responding to the query by selecting and providing information from 
records in the content database based upon the relevance value of the records 
(Paragraph [57], "The directed search confines the search the one of the plurality of 
document directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns 
relevant documents within the user-selected category.", Snow). 

However, Snow is silent with respect to multiple fields of information contained in 
a record parsed into a plurality of categories. On the other hand, Talib discloses a 
record parsed into a plurality of categories containing multiple fields of information 
(Page 4, [0043], "wherein the entries correspond to at least one of the at least two 
taxonomies and also correspond to at least one of the at least two categories", wherein 
the taxonomies correspond to the fields, Talib). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the Talib's 
teachings to the system Snow. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so, as 
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suggested by Talib (Page 4, [0043], Talib), to allow a search engine to be configured to 
search based on the taxonomies and based on the categories. In addition, both of the 
references (Snow and Talib) teach features that are directed to analogous art and they 
are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, databases management systems, 
searching information, and categories. This close relation between both of the 
references highly suggests an expectation of success. 

Regarding Claims 2, and 7, the combination of Snow in view of Talib discloses a 
system wherein the correlation device correlates selection information for a chosen 
category with information from the structure database representing the sub-category 
structure of the same category in a subset of the records, which subset may contain all 
of the records, to produce a relevance value for a chosen category in each record of the 
subset, this correlation being performed for a plurality of chosen categories; and, a 
correlation device including a component combining the relevance values of the plurality 
of chosen categories to produce a relevance value for the record (Paragraph [56], 
Abstract, "The directed search confines the search to one of the plurality of document 
directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns relevant 
documents within the user-selected category. The undirected search is performed within 
each of the plurality of document directories within the document directory hierarchy, 
and returns relevant categories corresponding to document directories within the 
document directory hierarchy", Snow). 
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Regarding Claims 3, and 8, the combination of Snow in view of Talib discloses a 
system wherein the correlation device is performs a different operation for two 
categories that have different data structures (Paragraph [56], Abstract, "The directed 
search confines the search to one of the plurality of document directories corresponding 
to the user-selected category, and returns relevant documents within the user-selected 
category. The undirected search is performed within each of the plurality of document 
directories within the document directory hierarchy, and returns relevant categories 
corresponding to document directories within the document directory hierarchy", Snow). 

Regarding Claims 4, and 9, the combination of Snow in view of Talib discloses a 
system wherein the correlation device includes a component which assigns a weight to 
a sub-category in a record depending on whether that sub-category is present in the 
selection information (Paragraph [56], Abstract, The directed search confines the 
search to one of the plurality of document directories corresponding to the user-selected 
category, and returns relevant documents within the user-selected category", Snow), 
and the correlation unit uses the assigned weight in performing the correlation (Col. 2, 
lines 51 - 56, Snow). 

Regarding Claims 5, and 10, the combination of Snow in view of Talib discloses 
a system wherein the correlation unit includes a component which assigns a weight to a 
sub-category in a record depending upon its level, and the correlation unit uses the 



Application/Control Number: 10/534,627 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2162 

assigned weight in performing the correlation (Col. 2, and 5, lines 51 - 56, and 49 - 55; 
respectively, Snow). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , the combination of Snow in view of Talib discloses a system 
of claim 6 provided with access to a network, the content database being accessible 
from the network, the receiver and responding unit communicating over the network 
(Fig. 9, Col. 9, lines 6-16, Snow). 

Regarding Claim 12, the combination of Snow in view of Talib discloses a system 
wherein the content database is accessed through the network (Fig. 9, Col. 9, lines 6 - 
16, Snow). 

9. Claims 1 3 - 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ginn (US Patent No. 6,275,81 1 , issued: August 14, 2001 ), in view of Knepfle et al. 
(Knepfle hereinafter) (PCT WO 01/61601 A1, international publication date: August 23, 
2001), in view of Snow et al. (Snow hereinafter) (US Patent No. 6,098,066, issued: 
August 1 , 2000), and further in view of Talib et al. (Talib hereinafter) (US Patent App. 
Pub. No. 2001/0049677 A1, published: December 6, 2001). 

Regarding Claim 1 3, Ginn discloses an online user forum of the type permitting 
communication among a plurality of users and also permitting users to post information 
content for access by users, the improvement comprising 
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a reputation module storing a reputation rating for a user in association with 
information content (Col. 9, lines 65 - 67, "One variation is to track the reputation of 
individual authors, and assign further writings from those authors a preliminary rating 
based upon that reputation.", Ginn). 

However, Ginn is silent with respect to a user's reputation being a function of the 
degree of his participation in the forum. On the other hand, Knepfle discloses a user's 
reputation being a function of the degree of his participation in the forum (Page 2, 
"Feedback ratings provide a good mechanism for indicating a level of indicating a user's 
trustworthiness or past participation within an electronic commerce forum Knepfle). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the Knepfle's teachings to the system Ginn. Skilled artisan 
would have been motivated to do so, as suggested by Knepfle (Page 2, Knepfle), to 
provide a good mechanism for indicating a level of user's trustworthiness. In addition, 
both of the references (Ginn and Knepfle) teach features that are directed to analogous 
art and they are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, databases 
management systems, and ratings. This close relation between both of the references 
highly suggests an expectation of success. 

The combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle discloses all the limitation as 
discussed above. However, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle does not 
explicitly disclose: said reputation module being included within a system for searching 
a content database. On the other hand, Snow discloses system for searching a content 
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database stored in computer storage, the database including a plurality of records each 
containing multiple fields of information, the method comprising: 

a structure database in computer storage in which each record is parsed into a 
plurality of categories, each category having at least one sub-category, the sub- 
categories being structured in at least one sub-level based upon a relationship between 
the information in sub-categories, the structure database containing category structure 
information defining the data structure of each category (Paragraph [57], Abstract: "A 
method for searching a document directory hierarchy which partitions a user-initiated 
search. The document directory hierarchy comprises a plurality of document directories 
stored in a tree data structure. Each of the plurality of document directories corresponds 
to a category within a class hierarchy and stores at least one document.", Snow); 

a receiver for a search query containing a subset of the categories contained in a 
record, which subset may include all of the categories, the query containing selection 
information indicating those sub-categories that should be present in records being 
sought by the query (Paragraph [57], "A user query comprising one or more search 
terms is accepted from an input. If the user query includes a user-selected category, a 
directed search is performed.", Snow); 

a correlation device set performing a correlation between the selection 
information, for categories present in the query subset, and information from the 
structure database representing the sub-category structure in a subset of the records, 
which subset may contain all of the records, to produce a relevance value for a record 
(Paragraph [57], The directed search confines the search the one of the plurality of 
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document directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns relevant 
documents within the user-selected category.", Snow); and 

a unit responding to the query by selecting and providing information from 
records in the content database based upon the relevance value of the records 
(Paragraph [57], "The directed search confines the search the one of the plurality of 
document directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns 
relevant documents within the user-selected category. ", Snow). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the Snow's teachings to the system of the combination of Ginn in view of 
Knepfle. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so, as suggested by Snow 
(Col. 1 , lines 56 - 58, Snow), to provide users the ability to select appropriate 
categories, alter the search terms, and re-run the search, resulting in a more efficient 
search and returning significantly fewer documents. In addition, the applied references 
(Ginn, Knepfle, and Snow) teach features that are directed to analogous art and they 
are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, databases management systems, 
searching and returning information. This close relation between the applied references 
highly suggests an expectation of success. 

The combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle and further in view of Snow discloses 
all the limitation as discussed above. However, the combination of Ginn in view of 
Knepfle and further in view of Snow does not explicitly disclose multiple fields of 
information contained in a record parsed into a plurality of categories. On the other 
hand, Talib discloses a record parsed into a plurality of categories containing multiple 
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fields of information (Page 4, [0043], "wherein the entries correspond to at least one of 
the at least two taxonomies and also correspond to at least one of the at least two 
categories", wherein the taxonomies correspond to the fields, Talib). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the Talib's teachings to the system of the combination of Ginn in view of 
Knepfle and further in view of Snow. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do 
so, as suggested by Talib (Page 4, [0043], Talib), to allow a search engine to be 
configured to search based on the taxonomies and based on the categories. In addition, 
the applied references (Ginn, Knepfle, Snow, and Talib) teach features that are directed 
to analogous art and they are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, 
databases management systems, searching information, and categories. This close 
relation between the applied references highly suggests an expectation of success. 

Regarding Claim 14, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the reputation module is 
constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent upon the evaluation by 
other users of the information posted by the first user (Col. 2, and 3, lines 59 - 62, and 1 
- 3; respectively, Ginn). 

Regarding Claim 1 5, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the reputation module is 
constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent upon his evaluation of 
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information posted by other users (Col. 2, and 3, lines 59 - 62, and 1 - 3; respectively, 
Ginn). 

Regarding Claim 16, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the reputation module is 
constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent more the evaluation by 
other users of the information posted by the first user than upon the first user's 
evaluation of information posted by other users (Col. 2, and 3, lines 59 - 62, and 1-3; 
respectively, Ginn). 

Regarding Claim 18, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum of claim 17 wherein the correlation device 
correlates selection information for a chosen category with information from the 
structure database representing the sub-category structure of the same category in a 
subset of the records, which subset may contain all of the records, to produce a 
relevance value for a chosen category in each record of the subset, this correlation 
being performed for a plurality of chosen categories; and, a correlation device including 
a component combining the relevance values of the plurality of chosen categories to 
produce a relevance value for the record (Paragraph [56], Abstract, "The directed 
search confines the search to one of the plurality of document directories corresponding 
to the user-selected category, and returns relevant documents within the user-selected 
category. The undirected search is performed within each of the plurality of document 
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directories within the document directory hierarchy, and returns relevant categories 
corresponding to document directories within the document directory hierarchy", Snow). 

Regarding Claim 19, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the correlation device is performs 
a different operation for two categories that have different data structures (Paragraph 
[56], Abstract, "The directed search confines the search to one of the plurality of 
document directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns relevant 
documents within the user-selected category. The undirected search is performed within 
each of the plurality of document directories within the document directory hierarchy, 
and returns relevant categories corresponding to document directories within the 
document directory hierarchy", Snow). 

Regarding Claim 20, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the correlation device includes a 
component which assigns a weight to a sub-category in a record depending on whether 
that sub-category is present in the selection information (Paragraph [56], Abstract, "The 
directed search confines the search to one of the plurality of document directories 
corresponding to the user-selected category, and returns relevant documents within the 
user-selected category", Snow), and the correlation unit uses the assigned weight in 
performing the correlation (Col. 2, lines 51 - 56, Snow). 
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Regarding Claim 21 , the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the correlation unit includes a 
component which assigns a weight to a sub-category in a record depending upon its 
level, and the correlation unit uses the assigned weight in performing the correlation 
Col. 2, and 5, lines 51 - 56, and 49 - 55; respectively, Snow). 

Regarding Claim 22, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum provided with access to a network, the 
content database being accessible from the network, the receiver and responding unit 
communicating over the network (Fig. 9, Col. 9, lines 6-16, Snow). 

Regarding Claim 23, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Snow 
and further in view of Talib discloses a forum wherein the content database is accessed 
through the network (Fig. 9, Col. 9, lines 6-16, Snow). 
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Response to Arguments 

1 . In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981 ); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091 , 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to; "performing a correlation between the 
selection information and information from the structure database representing the sub- 
category structure in a subset of the records, which subset may contain... based upon 
the relevance value of the records" of claims 1 , and 6, fail to comply with 37 

CFR 1 .1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a 
patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims 
patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

3. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
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Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the combination 
of Snow in view of Talib is suggested by the Talib reference (See - Page 4 of this Office 
Action above). 
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Conclusion 

1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Prior Art Made Of Record 

1 . Ginn (US Patent No. 6,275,81 1 , issued: August 1 4, 2001 ). 

2. Knepfle et al. (PCT WO 01/61601 A1 , international publication date: August 23, 
2001 ). 

3. Snow et al. (US Patent No. 6,098,066, issued: August 1 , 2000). 

4. Talib et al. (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2001/0049677 A1 , published: December 6, 
2001). 
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Points Of Contact 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Giovanna Colan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2752. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Giovanna Colan 



Examiner 
Art Unit 2162 
June 21, 2007 




